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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 08/22/05 with respect to claims 1-5 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

2. In response to applicant's argument (page 4, 5 th paragraph) that Burns does not 
teach a content processing center, the cited content processing server (content server 
52 in figure 2 in Burns) is for processing media content (as shown by Burns in column 5, 
line 66 - column 6, line 7 and column 9, line 35-48, wherein the retrieval and 
transmission of content to the cache server requires the content to be processed, this is 
a fundamental aspect of computing devices, as acting on data is to process it) and 
serves the media content in the form of video, audio, and text (column 5, line 66 - 
column 6, line 1). 

3. In response to applicant's argument (page 4, 5 th paragraph) that Burns does not 
teach a content processing center coupled for receiving the media content from the 
source of the media content and for processing the received media content to generate 
a streaming media presentation system, the Examiner would like to point out that 
Lumley discloses the source of media content (14 in figure 1 and column 4, line 66 - 
column 5, line 18) comprising video, audio, and textual content (column 5, lines 34-35) 



Application/Control Number: 09/924,036 Page 3 

Art Unit: 261 1 

for distributing various promotional materials to multiple users (column 5, lines 19-35). 
It is Burns who discloses the content processing center (content server — 52 in figure 2) 
for processing media content (column 5, line 66 - column 6, line 7 and column 9, line 
35-48, as described above) and serves the media content in the form of video, audio, 
and text (column 5, line 66 - column 6, line 1) to generate a streaming media 
presentation comprising integrated static HTML pages (since the content server 
multicasts HTML pages, it inherently generates the plural HTML pages — column 6, lines 
1-7) and encoded video, audio, (the media content, including audio and video data 
associated with the HTML pages, column 9, lines 45-48, has to inherently be 
formatted/encoded for suitable transmission) and metadata (hyperlinks for hypermedia 
document to various data items, such as video and audio — column 6, lines 1-7 and 
column 9, lines 42-50). 

4. In response to applicant's argument (page 5, 1 st paragraph) that Burns does not 
teach, suggest or imply generating a streaming media presentation comprising 
integrated static HTML pages and encoded video, audio, and metadata, the Examiner 
cites column 6, lines 1-7, wherein Burns inherently discloses generating a streaming 
media presentation comprising integrated static HTML pages by disclosing that the 
content server multicasts HTML pages. Burns further discloses that the content 
processing center (content server — 52 in figure 2) serves the media content in the form 
of video, audio, and text (column 5, line 66 - column 6, line 1), wherein the HTML pages 
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are also stream along with associated audio and video content (said content is then 
stored in CMS 126, as stated in column 9, lines 45-58 and lines 56-65). 

5. In response to applicant's argument (page 5, 2 nd paragraph) that Burns does not 
teach, suggest or imply a satellite for transmitting the streaming media presentation, 
applicant should note that network (54) is a high bandwidth network (col. Lines 16-19) 
that is connected to the content server (52) that provides audio, video and other 
multimedia (col. 5, lines 65 - col. 6, line 2). Furthermore, network (54) might be 
implemented as satellite (col. 6, lines 22-27). Therefore, network (54) is a satellite for 
transmitting streaming media presentation as required by the claim. 

6. In response to applicant's argument (page 5, 4 th paragraph) that Burns does not 
teach, suggest or imply a cache server for receiving and storing the transmitted 
streaming media presentation, the Examiner cites column 6, lines 56-65, wherein Burns 
discloses a cache server (72 in figure 2) having a storage 78 in figure 2 and caches 
internet resources/media presentation requested by the subscribers (col. 9, lines 56-65). 

7. In response to applicant's argument (page 4, 5 th paragraph) that Burns does not 
teach, suggest or imply one or more client computers coupled to the cache server that 
each comprise browser software for accessing the streaming media presentation, the 
Examiner cites column 6, lines 48-65, wherein Burns discloses one or more client 
computers (58 and 60 in figure 2) coupled to the cache server (connected to the ISP 56, 
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which comprises the cache server— column 6, lines 48-50) each inherently comprising a 
browser software (column 8, lines 5-15) for accessing the streaming media 
presentation, because a browser is used for accessing information from a web page. 

8. In response to applicant's argument (page 6, 3 rd paragraph) that Lumley does not 
teach, suggest or imply a source of media content comprising video, audio, and textual 
content, the Examiner cites column 5, lines 1-18, wherein Lumley discloses a source of 
media content (promotional material data source — 14 in figure 1) comprising video, 
audio, and textual content (promotional material includes any desired combination of 
text, graphics, audio, and video — column 5, lines 34-35). 

9. In response to applicant's argument (page 6, 4 th paragraph) that there is no 
suggestion to combine Burns with Lumely, the examiner recognizes that obviousness 
can only be established by combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to 
produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation 
to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally 
available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071 , 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. 
Cir. 1992). In this case, the cited benefit of distributing various promotional materials to 
multiple users is expressly recited in Lumely, see column 5, lines 19-35. 
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10. In response to applicant's argument (page 7, 5 th paragraph) that Omoigui does 
not teach, suggest or imply a searchable streaming media presentation using metadata 
integrated with video and audio, the Examiner cites paragraph 22, lines 1-7, wherein 
Omoigui discloses a streaming media presentation (paragraph 19, lines 1-7) that is 
searchable using the metadata (descriptive presentation information) integrated with the 
video and audio (paragraph 22, lines 1-7) for the benefit of searching for a particular 
media presentation (paragraph 22, lines 5-7). 

11. In response to applicant's argument (page 7, 6 th paragraph) that there is no 
suggestion to combine Omoigui with Burns and Lumely, the examiner recognizes that 
obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the teachings of the 
prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or 
motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071 , 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. 
Cir. 1992). In this case, the cited benefit of searching for a particular ;media 
presentation as expressly recited in Omoigui, see paragraph 22, lines 5-7. 

12. In response to applicant's argument (page 8, 1 st paragraph) that Omoigui does 
not appear to be an effective reference since it is a publication based on an earlier filed 
patent application which apparently has not been published or granted, see MPEP 
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2163.02, which describes office policy regarding the applicability of pre-grant 
publications as prior art. Furthermore, as stated in the MPEP 2163.02 "It is the earliest 
effective U.S. filing date (which will include certain international filing dates) of the U.S. 
patent or application publication being relied on as the critical reference date..." It is the 
earliest effective US filing date of the Omoigui publication upon which the office relies 
upon as the effective date of the publication. 

13. In response to applicant's argument (page 9, 1 st paragraph) that Nagai does not 
teach, suggest or imply converting the dynamic HTML page into a static HTML page, 
the Examiner cites column 7, lines 50-52, wherein Nagai discloses converting dynamic 
contents into a static HTML page (obtain a static HTML content from dynamic 
contents — column 7, lines 50-52). The dynamic contents of Nagai constitute at least 
one dynamic HTML page in that an HTML page is a set of HTML contents. Since Nagai 
discloses that a set of HTML contents are converted to a set of static HTML contents, 
Nagai clearly discloses converting a dynamic HTML page into a static HTML page, 

14. In response to applicant's argument (page 9, 1 st paragraph) that there is no 
suggestion to combine Burns and Nagai, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can 
only be established by combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce 
the claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so 
found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one 
of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 
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1988) and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, 
the cited benefit of generating a static digest/summary of a multimedia from a plurality of 
media data as expressly recited in Nagai, see column 6, lines 39-43 and column 7, lines 
50-52. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Burns 
(US 5,991 ,306) and in view of Lumley (US 6,588,01 3). 

Considering claim 1, Burns discloses a streaming media publishing system 
(figure 2) comprising: a content processing center (content server— 52 in figures 2) for 
processing the media content (column 5, line 66 - column 6, line 7 and column 9, line 
35-48) to generate a streaming media presentation comprising integrated static HTML 
pages (since the content server multicasts HTML pages, it inherently generates the 
HTML pages — column 6, lines 1-7) and encoded video, audio, (the media content has 
to inherently be formatted/encoded for suitable transmission) and metadata (hyperlinks 
for hypermedia document to various data items, such as video and audio— column 6, 
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lines 1-7 and column 9, lines 42-50); a satellite for transmitting the streaming media 
presentation (54 in figure 1 and column 6, lines 22-25); a cache server (72 figure 2) for 
receiving and storing the transmitted streaming media presentation (column 6, lines 56- 
65); client personal computers (58 and 60 in figure 2) coupled to the cache server 
comprising browser software for accessing the streaming media presentation stored on 
the cache server and displaying the streaming media presentation (column 6, lines 48- 
55). 

Burns further discloses that the processing center (52 in figure 6) serves content 
in the form of video, audio, and text (column 5, line 66 - column 6, line 1). However, 
Burns fails to specifically disclose a particular source for the media content. 

In analogous art, Lumley discloses a source of media content (14 in figure 1 and 
column 4, line 66 - column 5, line 18) comprising video, audio, and textual content 
(column 5, lines 34-35) for distributing various promotional materials to multiple users 
(column 5, lines 19-35). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Burns 1 
system to include a source of media content, as taught by Lumley, for the benefit of 
distributing various promotional materials to multiple users (column 5, lines 19-35). 
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3. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Burns 
(US 5,991,306) in view of Lumley (US 6,588,013) as applied to claim i above, and 
further in view of Omoigui (US 2005/0076378). 

As for claim 2, Burns and Lumley disclose a streaming media publishing system. 
Burns and Lumley fail to disclose that the streaming media presentation is 
searchable using the metadata integrated with the video and audio. 

In analogous art, Omoigui discloses that the streaming media presentation 
(paragraph 19, lines 1-7) is searchable using the metadata (descriptive presentation 
information) integrated with the video and audio (paragraph 22, lines 1-7) for the benefit 
of searching for a particular media presentation (paragraph 22, lines 5-7). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
combined system of Burns and Lumley to include searchable streaming media 
presentation using metadata, as taught by Omoigui, for the benefit of searching for a 
particular media presentation (paragraph 22, lines 5-7). 

4. Claims 3 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Burns (US 5,991 ,306) in view of Nagai (US 6,795,092). 

With regards to claim 3, Burns discloses a streaming media publishing method 
(figure 2) comprising the steps of: selectively processing graphics and text associated 
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with a streaming media presentation to create a dynamic hypertext markup language 
(HTML) page (column 5, line 66 - column 6, line 7) corresponding thereto; processing 
video and audio (column 5, line 66 - column 6, line 1 ) to extract metadata associated 
with the presentation (hyperlinks for hypermedia document to various data items, such 
as video and audio— column 6, lines 1-7 and column 9, lines 42-50); encoding the 
video, audio, and metadata in a predetermined format (the media content has to 
inherently be formatted/encoded for suitable transmission); integrating static HTML 
page with encoded video, audio, and metadata (since the content server multicasts 
HTML pages: web pages, that links text, audio, and video, and the media content has to 
inherently be formatted/encoded for suitable transmission, the HTML page is inherently 
integrated with the streaming media before multicasting — column 5, line 66 - column 6, 
line 7); transmitting the streaming media presentation comprising the integrated static 
HTML page and encoded video, audio, and metadata to a remotely located cache 
server where it is stored (column 6, lines 22-25 and 56-65); accessing and viewing the 
streaming media presentation using web browser software disposed on a personal 
computer coupled to the cache server (column 6, lines 1-7 and 48-65). 

Burns fails to disclose converting the dynamic HTML page into a static HTML 

page. 



In analogous art, Nagai discloses converting the dynamic HTML page into a 
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static HTML page for the benefit of generating a static digest/summary of a multimedia 
from a plurality of media data (column 6, lines 39-43 and column 7, lines 50-52). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Burns' 
method to include converting the dynamic HTML page into a static HTML page, as 
taught by Nagai, for the benefit of generating a static digest/summary of a multimedia 
from a plurality of media data (column 6, lines 39-43 and column 7, lines 50-52). 

Regarding claim 4, Burns and Nagai meet the claimed limitation. In particular, 
Burns discloses that streaming media presentation is transmitted over a satellite link (54 
in figure 1 and column 6, lines 22-25). 

5. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Burns 
(US 5,991 ,306) in view of Nagai (US 6,795,092) as applied to claim 3 above, and further 
in view of Omoigui (US 2005/0076378). 

As for claim 5, Burns and Nagai disclose a streaming media publishing system. 
Burns and Nagai fail to disclose that the streaming media presentation is 
searchable using the metadata integrated with the video and audio. 

In analogous art, Omoigui discloses that the streaming media presentation 
(paragraph 19, lines 1-7) is searchable using the metadata (descriptive presentation 
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information) for the benefit of searching for a particular media presentation (paragraph 
22, lines 5-7). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
combined method of Burns and Nagai to include searchable streaming media 
presentation using metadata, as taught by Omoigui, for the benefit of searching for a 
particular media presentation (paragraph 22, lines 5-7). 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Harun M. Yimam whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7260. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Grant can be reached on 571-272-7294. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic ' 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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